The authors studied the environmental risk assessment of sediments deposited in stormwater treatment facilities, and they have represented the trace metal fractionation and its implication for sediment management. The discussers would like to show their gratitude toward the original manuscript's research team and draw attention to some points; however, these points might help elevate the results of the original paper.
It is not clear whether the sediment samples have been taken from different slopes. In other words, because the elemental composition of the sediments is different at different seasons and varies with the sampling location, both the location and time of the sampling, especially the season, should be taken into account. More importantly, no information is presented about the characteristics and situations of the sampling sites at the time of sampling. Considering that the location and topography may affect the elemental content of sediments, the elemental composition of the fractions is certainly different in various parts of a slope. For example, the soluble and exchangeable forms of the elements are conveniently washed out because of their higher solubility than the other forms, and they will move from the summit to the foot slope along with the rainwater or other flowing waters (Dittmer 2010; Taft and Jones 2001) .
Another point is that it would have been appropriate to state the latitude and longitude of points in the study area that may be useful in future studies. In addition, the trends of changes in fractions of the studied elements might be evaluated more accurately in different seasons. For this purpose, providing a map of the sampling site will be an efficient and useful tool for the readers (Islam et al. 2015a; Quan et al. 2014; Malferrari et al. 2009; Kamala-Kannan et al. 2008) .
The sampling depth was in the range of 0-5 cm. According to the discussers' point of view, this range of the depth may not be useful for assessing bioavailability of the studied elements and interpreting the risk assessment of these contaminants. It would have been better if more samples were taken from the range of 0-30 cm (15-30, 5-15, and 0-5) in order to relate more closely with the depth of the root activity (at least for crops and pasture in the studied area); thereby, the research will be more practical from an environmental point of view.
In general, in the soil/sediment analysis and contamination studies, the basic properties of the soil/sediment are represented, especially organic carbon content (OC%), cation exchange capacity (CEC), pH, the amount of iron and manganese oxides, and the concentration of other pollutants in the soil/sediment. Because there are positive and negative interactions, i.e., synergistic and antagonistic relationships, between the different elements, at the presence of an element, another element may be of little or no importance. For example, there is a negative interaction, i.e., antagonistic relationship, between phosphorus and zinc or cadmium and calcium, but the table of sediment analysis has not been presented by the authors. In addition, the maximum allowable concentration of the studied elements must also be presented in the paper, because it may be a useful tool for interpreting the results by the authors and understanding the results by the readers (Islam et al. 2015b ).
There are valuable points in this paper, which reflects the high precision of the authors; however, in some parts, many cases have not been mentioned. For example, on the section of "Sequential Extraction and Analytical Methods," there are topics about the type and quantity of reagents used for elemental analysis, and few papers paid attention to this. These cases are of the strength points of the paper, but there are still some confusing points. For example, the reason for adding nitric acid at a ratio of 1∶100 in each sample is not obviously stated and should be explained. In addition, in Fraction 1, it is not stated what material has been used for adjusting the pH to 7.
As far as we know, the soil is an open system that exchanges matter and energy with its surroundings (Nicolodi and Gianello 2015) . Dynamic properties of the soil may lead to different behaviors in terms of the fate of the elements and contaminants in the soil. Based on the discussers' point of view, the risk assessment of the sediment samples from the desired points will be more precise when the results of elemental analysis of the studied soil/sediments are given in terms of available forms of the mentioned elements or the assessment is associated with the results of elemental analysis of the dominant vegetation in the studied area or with the results of elemental analysis of the water resources around these deposits. As a result, the risk assessment of the deposited sediments may have stronger scientific support.
In a few cases, the term "bioavailability" is used in the text, but it is not clear what the authors mean by this term. In general, only if the results of elemental analysis of plant tissue are represented, this term can be used. In addition, "bioavailability processes" are defined as the individual physical, chemical, and biological interactions that determine the exposure of plants and animals to chemicals associated with soils and sediments (National Research Council 2003) . Therefore, using the term "bioavailability" is reasonable when the authors were pointing out the uptake of the elements by the dominant vegetation in the study area (Aggett 2010; Hurrell and Egli 2010) . On the other hand, an element is bioavailable if it is present as, or can be transformed readily to, the free-ion species; if it can move to plant roots on a timescale that is relevant to plant growth and development; and if once absorbed by the root, it affects the lifecycle of the plant (National Research Council 2003) . Because only the concentration of the available form of these elements has been expressed in this paper, the term "available form" seems to be an appropriate term.
It would have been better that one or two samples were taken around the studied areas having no sedimentation because the control sample and the analyses were conducted for these samples, too. In this case, findings of this study can be investigated and interpreted with more confidence for the studied sediments. In these conditions, the environmental recommendations resulting from an emphasis on the principles of environmental management would have stronger scientific support.
